
Pyengyang, Korea January 26, 1915 J. Hunter Wells

TWENTY-FIVE YEARS OF MISSIONS IN NORTH KOREA

The silver jubilee of Christian missions in Korea, commemorating the arrival of Dr. H.G.

Underwood at Seoul, was celebrated with great interest four years ago. But an anniversary of scarcely

subordinate importance and of equally romantic memories is the quarter centennial of the wonderfully

successful work in the north of Korea, where Dr. Samuel A. Moffett in 1889 invaded absolutely virgin

territory and, against open persecution, sometimes in danger of his life, set up the cross of Christ and

established the church in the now predominately Christian city of Pyeng Yang.

The coming of such an anniversary could not possibly fail of notice by the loyal Christians of

that loyal city, whose devotion to Dr. Moffett, still the dean of the mission, is a rare and genuine

faithful affection. Of the ceremonies attending this occasion Dr. Moffett’s colleague, Dr. J. Hunter

Wells, writes thus to the Continent:

“A landmark in the missionary history of Pyeng Yang was passed yesterday (January 25),

when thousands of Koreans and members of the mission station celebrated the twenty-fifth anniversary

of the arrival of Dr. Samuel A. Moffett in Korea. The felicitation meeting was held in the great

Central Church [Chang Dae Hyun], and was conducted entirely by Koreans. On the platform of the

church most fittingly sat the original Christians of Pyeng Yang, side by side with Dr. Moffett, the

original missionary. Among them all only one or two heads were tinged with gray, and Dr. Moffett

looked the youngest of the company.

“The anniversary exercises comprised songs, addresses and gifts, including a gold medal,

beautifully engraved and inscribed; a silver loving cup, flowers, a vase in the pattern of those made

2000 years ago, a silk banner, a flag and a screen.

“It seemed passing strange that this young looking man, honored by a great gathering of 1,500

people, all Christians (only representative of the thousands more in the seven churches in the city and

the many other thousands in surrounding regions), could be the institutor of a work grown so vast,

including not only this station but Syenchun, Chai Ryung and Kangkai. Such success in missionary

endeavor is hardly paralleled in any other country in these times. The testimony of love and esteem

was most fitting and the honors shown fully deserved.

“Besides the big meeting in the church and a congratulatory party given by the missionaries,

there was a reception offered by 300 Korean Christians in the form of a banquet. Souvenirs were at

each plate, consisting of a box of edibles, made for the occasion, with Dr. Moffett’s name and the

event itemized in print. Very exceptional Korean music was interspersed between the speeches, some
of which were most diverting.

“Probably the chief speaker was Dr. Sang Ho Shin, superintendent of the Caroline A. Ladd
hospital, who was one of the first seven believers. He detailed his experiences in becoming a believer

under Dr. Moffett’s teaching and preaching. His stories of the times when the Christians were

imprisoned and Dr. Moffett’s life threatened were thrilling. Those who occupied places on the dais as

guests of honor, having been identified with the beginning of the work, were Dr. S.A. Moffett, Rev.

Suk Chin Han, Rev. Chung Sab Kim, Elder Ik No Chung, Dr. J. Hunter Wells, Rev. Chun Paik Yang,

Rev. Nin See Song, Rev. Sun Chu Kil, and Dr. Kyong Wha Chay, who was Dr. Moffett’s ‘boy’ during

the early trials and dangers.
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“Mr. Han is now pastor of one of the largest Presbyterian churches in Seoul; Mr. Yang of the

1,500-member church in Syenchun; Mr. Kil of the great Central church in Pyeng Yang; Mr. Song of

a church in Chinnampo; Mr. Kim of a church in the Pyeng Yang district. On these men, said Dr.

Moffett, rested then as now the main burden.

“The only foreigner who spoke, besides Dr. Moffett, was his schoolmate and his associate here

for years, though not from the first, Rev. William M. Baird, Ph.D. His first companion, Dr. Graham

Lee, whose health failed in Korea and who is now in the United States, would have been an honored

participant if he could have been here.

“The 1,500 people in the audience represented, in this northern section of the Korea mission, a

constituency of enrolled adherents numbering 80,702 last year, where twenty years ago there were less

than 100. The baptized believers about a year ago numbered 35,787, and as the rate of increase

continues rapidly the figures will be largely augmented if brought up to date. Just last week a little

country church near here, at Chungwha, reported as a result of eight days’ meetings a list of over 500

new believers. Other districts bring in good reports showing an advance like that of former times.

“Those who read this can understand something of the satisfaction of us who work in this

place and who have witnessed this growth in seeing now the twenty-fifth anniversary of Dr. Moffett

made so important and congratulatory a time. As Dr. Moffett said in one of his responses, the keynote

of the whole business was, is and will be, for all of us working and serving here: ‘For I determined not

to know anything among you save Jesus Christ and him crucified.’

“As the Koreans have deservedly honored Dr. Moffett, so ought the church at home to know of

his work, despite his modesty (which the Koreans inscribed as one of his virtues on the screen

presented to him). So after the manner in which another doctor wrote of another apostle, I having been

an eye witness of these things from the beginning, it seems good to me to trace them in this little way

and write them to thee, most excellent Continent."

(printed in the March 11, 1915 issue of a church paper known as The Continent, and held in the

Samuel Hugh Moffett collection of Samuel Austin Moffett papers)



THE REALTY UNION
FIRST NATIONAL BANK BUILDING

San Francisco, California February 1, 1915 Will C. Wallace

Mrs. Charles H. Fish, San Rafael, California

Dear Madam:-

The present Secretary of the Yuba Consolidated Mining Co., is named Miss C.L. Gould,

whose address is in care of Hunt Brothers Co., 112 Market Street, San Francisco. Miss Gould is

secretary to Mr. J.H. Hunt, the fruit canner, who now owns the largest interest in the mines, and is the

president of the Company. Mr. Chase is now in the Sandwich Islands, and I am at the office address

as per heading.

The property is still in our hands, clear of debts, and in condition to be reopened whenever we

can find anyone who has the necessary capital. Needless to say, we are scouring the field constantly,

and have many “prospects”, none of which have, as yet, resulted in business being done. However,

there is an Eastern party whom Mr. Hunt has met personally, now making inquiries, and I have another

in hand: so something may come to pass any day.

We keep a watchman on the property constantly, and have frequent reports from him as to the

condition of things.

I am sorry that there is nothing more satisfactory to report at this time: but you know how hard

it has been for a year past to get any money for anything. Mining is having a revival just now, and the

chances for a deal are better than for a long time. If anything tangible be accomplished, you will be

informed. Thanks for your inquiry.

Yours sincerely,

Will C. Wallace

Vice-president

(from the Samuel Hugh Moffett collection of Samuel Austin Moffett papers)



Pyengyang, Korea March 15, 1915 Lucia Hester Fish

(Written to Martha Frances Johnston Berkeley,

youngest child of Hugh Campbell Johnston and

Hester Mersereau Johnston.)

(Lucia Fish was a first cousin of Alice Fish

Moffett and on June 30, 1915, became the

second Mrs. Samuel A. Moffett.

Dear Aunt Mattie:

How beautifully you timed your letter. It reached here today, just when I had planned to write

you. We are so glad that you have more company in the house for there is a different feeling about a

house that is “much” lived in. I don’t mind the empty dining room so much now. Mrs. Tunison, I

know, is a comfort to you. We saw her occasionally and were always glad to.

You speak of fires. Really, Korea is spoiling me for California houses for there it never

seemed cold enough to have a fire to dress by. Here Cha-sabang comes in early, closes the windows

and builds a beautiful fire before I am up. But it would not be at all pleasant to have a Korean sleep in

the house. I am not even careful or timid enough to lock the doors. Deep in this big, glorious garden,

surrounded by trees and friends, danger seems a myth. How you would enjoy the beauties of this yard

and the boys’ appreciation of it, too!

Now for a confession! I smiled broadly at the idea of an egg beater for Jamie. He is such a

great, hearty, romping lad. But he enjoys it hugely, making more egg ice creams for others than for

himself. The first one was to rest his father once when he was desperately tired. Since then he has

treated us often-eggs are so plentiful and one day invited a host of children in to give them two

spoonsful all round.

Charles is a general favorite. Today for the first time he read aloud in class one of his own
compositions. It was about a family of kittens one of which he called Shoey because it loved to play

with shoes (as he stopped to explain). His ways are simply irresistible so I could not scold the older

children when they looked up from their books to listen. Jamie looked as proud as a proprietor. This

morning Jamie had more “chunks” of cream in his glass of milk than Charles. His father said that was

all right, for sometimes one boy got more, sometimes another. But Jamie said he would rather give

him some so fished out a few big ones in a spoon, walked around the table and settled the difficulty. It

was a pretty picture.

By the way, you know Allie’s picture hangs low in the nursery to be on a level with little boys’

eyes. They have put two of the pictures clipped from magazines and most precious to them in the

frame for her to enjoy with them.

There has not been much news from anywhere lately for people seldom write unless their

letters are answered and time is so hard to find. Tonight Charles read fast because he knew it was the

day to write you, besides the dreadful day when reports have to be made out. Both boys are doing

nicely in school, although at a disadvantage because in classes with older children.

Cousin Sam has been talking more about Alice lately than I ever heard him before and seems
happier to be able to do so. Mrs. Burnham is a marvel, so cheerful even when her eyes are most
troublesome.

With love and best wishes,

Lucia

(from the Samuel Hugh Moffett collection of Samuel Austin Moffett papers)



Pyengyang, Korea June 9, 1915 Belle S. Luckett

[Report of Matron of Foreign School Dormitory, Pyeng Yang, Korea]

The year 1914-15 has seen the fulfillment of some of the dreams and hopes of those who
have had at heart the scheme for the building and equipment of a school home for the children of

missionaries in Korea.

On the evening of September 14, 1914, occurred the house-warming of the newly

completed dormitory, at which the entire foreign community was present. This happy

culmination was brought about through the untiring and personal efforts of Rev. William N.

Blair, Rev. C.F. Bemheisel, Mr. Robert McMurtrie, aided financially by Rev. S.A. Moffett, also

by the timely suggestions of members of the dormitory committee: Mrs. Bemheisel, Mrs. Morris,

Mrs. Swallen and by the helpful advice of Dr. Wells, Miss Snook, Mrs. Holdcroft, with others

and through the answer God has given to the prayer of faith, of one to whom the whole plan was

ever most dear.

At the opening of the new house it was voted to give it the name “Luckett Home”, an

honor that is deeply appreciated.

There have been nine girls and two boys in the home this year, from the following places:

Syen Chun, Unsan, Chairyung, Wonsan, Chemulpo, Taiku, Chunju and Kwangju. The health of

the family has been practically perfect, barring colds and chicken-pox.

Friends in Korea and America have added greatly to the comfort of the home by generous

gifts. At the Annual Meeting the missionaries showered one hundred and twenty five yen into

our languishing treasury. At Christmas time Washington City Presbytery sent a gift of three

hundred yen, which with an additional five hundred yen, the gift of W.D. Townsend [head of an

American trading firm in Korea], has made possible the immediate equipment of two bathrooms

and two lavatories in the dormitory, aside from the complete remodeling of the schoolrooms. A
Virginia church has made the home real by the gift of an excellent Victrola, to which Washington

friends added thirty choice records. The Ginn Publishing Co. ofNew York City, and a number
of Washington churches presented the home and school with more than two hundred books,

including a handsomely bound edition of the Century Encyclopedia and Dictionary. Smaller gifts

of money, table linen, pictures, dishes, chairs, games and a subscription to the C.E. World, have

been received. Various members of Pyeng Yang and other stations have furnished delightful

entertainments for our family during the year.

In response to the call for help for the Belgian sufferers, the children of the home and
community sent several packages of clothing and toys to the Chicago Herald for the Christmas

ship. The gracious thanks of the Queen of Belgium for the humble gifts, is one of the treasures

of our archives.

The young people’s Society ofChristian Endeavor, which meets in the home every
Sunday is a source of development in the spiritual life of its members. Virginia Wells [daughter
of J. Hunter Wells, M.D.] has served with great faithfulness as the pianist of the Society. Mrs.
Gillis [Harriette Whiting, daughter of the Whitings of Chairyung] has also rendered faithful
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service for many months. An offering of about ten yen will be made to the Assembly’s

missionary work as the gift of the Society. For several Sundays the members [have submitted

offerings] with an earnestness and enthusiasm that would do credit to mature missionaries.

Opportunities have come to us this year, even in the personnel of the home, for the great service

to which all our lives are committed.

Though the year has brought enlarged responsibility it has also brought illumination and a

degree of progress toward the ideals set for us by the Perfect Ideal to whom we owe whatever has

been best and worthiest. For all this we render to Him the deep thanksgiving of the heart.

Respectfully submitted,

Belle S. Luckett, Matron

(from Presbyterian Historical Society, Philadelphia, microfilm Series I, reel #2 (1903-1957)
Korea Mission, Station and Institutional reports)



McCORMICK THEOLOGICAL SEMINARY
PRESIDENTS HOUSE

2348 NORTH HALSTED STREET
CHICAGO

Chicago, Illinois June 11, 1915 James G.K, McClure

Presbyterian Church

Pyengyang, Korea

Dear Brethren:

The pictures in memory of the 25
th
anniversary of the Rev. S.A. Moffett’s D.D’s arrival in

Korea have reached his alma mater, McCormick Seminary. We are grateful to you for sending

this worthy recognition of most useful service, and we are grateful to God for raising up and

equipping for work a man of such power. We follow every feature of his life and work with

interest, and we pray God’s blessing on him, his home and his labors.

Cordially and gratefully,

James G.K. McClure

(from the Samuel Hugh Moffett collection of Samuel Austin Moffett papers)



(LXVII) LETTER OF DR. A.J. BROWN TO M. KOMATSU

New York, New York June 16, 1915 Arthur Judson Brown

25 Madison Avenue

To His Excellency M. Komatsu,

Director of the Bureau of Foreign Affairs, Seoul, Chosen

My dear Mr. Komatsu:

As Your Excellency knows from my acknowledgment of May 18
th

,
I received in due time Your

Excellency’s letter of April 8
th

,
enclosing an English translation of certain ordinances and instructions

recently issued by the Government-General of Chosen regarding private schools. Your Excellency’s

article on Ordinance No. 4, entitled “Revision in Regulations for Private Schools,” and copies of the

Seoul Press of April 2
nd and 3

rd

,
containing Your Excellency’s articles on the “Separation of Education

and Religion.” As these ordinances and regulations affect the educational work and plans not only of the

Board with which I am officially connected but of all the Mission Boards having work in Chosen, and as

I assumed that Your Excellency intended to notify them through me of the character and scope of the

Government’s requirements, I have consulted with the available members of the Committee of Reference

and Counsel, whose names appear upon this letterhead, and who as a Committee represent the Mission

Boards of various denominations in North America. I have advised also with a few educators of

international eminence whose opinions are of large value. It was agreed in our Committee that the Sub-

Committee of which the Rev. Dr. Frank Mason North is Chairman should correspond with the Boards

directly concerned, and that meantime I should write to Your Excellency, as I now do, the letter being

personal, like Your Excellency’s to me, but written with the knowledge and approval of others who have

a right to know of the correspondence.

I deeply appreciate Your Excellency’s kindness in sending to me such important documents. I

am impressed by the evidence of careful study of the subject and by the clearness and strength with

which the conclusions are set forth. Our interest is naturally very great, and I wish most heartily that I

could have an opportunity to discuss the matter in a personal conversation. As Your Excellency is aware,

the Mission Boards are maintaining many schools in Chosen, and expending upon them and the support

of the missionaries who conduct them, a very large sum of money. Plans have been made for the better

equipment of some of these schools, and in particular for the development of a Union Christian College

in Seoul. The Boards were led to make these plans, partly because of our conviction that the interests of

the people of Chosen require the best type of Christian education that it is possible for us to aid them in

securing, and partly because of our hearty desire to comply with the reasonable wishes of the

Government-General of Chosen that all schools, including those conducted by the Missions, should be

worthy of respect from the viewpoint of satisfactory educational standards. Your Excellency may recall

that when I was in Chosen in 1909 , 1 conferred with you on this subject, and also with the Director of the

Bureau of Education, and you have doubtless been informed that when the present Director, the

Honorable Teisaburo Sekiya, was in the United States last year, I had pleasure in inviting a number of

distinguished missionary leaders to meet him at luncheon and that there and in a subsequent conversation

in my office the matter was carefully discussed. I need, therefore, only repeat here that the Boards most

cordially recognize the undoubted right of the Government to inspect all schools, to insist that they shall

do good work, and to impose suitable qualifications for students who are to practice medicine or enter

Government service. The Boards would not countenance for a moment any instruction that would be

inconsistent with entire loyalty to the constituted authorities of the country in which our work is

conducted.

It might not be proper for me to write in detail regarding all of the ordinances, instructions and
regulations, for I do not profess to be an educational expert and I recognize the fact that the Government-
General of Chosen is entirely within the limits of its own authority and discretion in making such rules as

it deems suitable for schools which educate the children of its own subjects. I may only say that a

considerable number of the rules impress me as excellent. Regarding others, my mind is not so clear.
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Much would depend upon the construction that may be placed upon them by future officials who will be

charged with their application. The language of some of these articles is susceptible of an interpretation

that might cause serious concern. Perhaps such an interpretation will not be placed upon them, and I

gladly admit that we should assume that the policy that has been pursued thus far by the Imperial

Government of Japan and the Government-General of Chosen raises a reasonable presumption that an

equally broad policy will be pursued in the future. Indeed, some missionaries have assured me that this is

likely to be the case.

Nevertheless we cannot read without grave concern the specific statements that have been issued,

and which appear to involve a restriction of the liberty that mission schools have been hitherto accorded.

We note such statements in the pamphlet entitled, “The Chosen Educational Ordinances and Various

Attendant Regulations,” in Your Excellency’s articles in the Seoul Press, and in Mr. Sekiya’s reported

statement in the Nagasaki Press of March 30
th

,
where he says:

“Education and religion will be able to attain their respective aims by each being pursued in its

own special way independent of the other. If they are mixed together, students who believe in a certain

cult or religion will be unable to enter schools of different faith, or they will be forced to believe in a

faith which is not their own, or, in other cases, they will be forced to abandon the faith in which they

believe. In this way, freedom of belief will be hampered and the progress of education impeded in no

small degree. The authorities are very appreciative of the valuable contributions made by religious

schools in Chosen to the development of civilization and education, but they cannot allow the present

state of education in Chosen to continue for long, for if they do, those evils above referred to, resulting

from the mixing up of education and religion, are sure to appear sooner or later. It is with the purpose of

preventing those evils that the revisions of Regulations for private schools have been effected. By these

revisions, private schools giving common, industrial or special education in Chosen are required to fix

their curricula in accordance with regulations controlling public common schools, higher common
schools or Government special schools, it being also prohibited to them to include any course of study

other that those authorized by those regulations. In other words, no matter what name or kind, common,

industrial or special schools are required to conform to the system regulated for them. In consequence, in

all those schools it is prohibited to give religious education or observe religious rites.”

Such declarations naturally cause no small concern to the friends of Christian education. Your

Excellency will understand the effect which they are likely to have upon the desire of the Boards to raise

large additional sums for education in Chosen, including the new College in Seoul, as they apparently

indicate an abridgement of the freedom of these schools in religious matters. We have been proceeding

upon the supposition that the primary concern of the Government-General of Chosen related to the grade

of educational work, and that in other respects, private schools would have the same liberty that similar

schools enjoy in Great Britain and America.

We are aware that the Japanese Imperial Government regards education as a function of the

State, or, to use Your Excellency’s words, “education must be nationalistic.” If this be understood as

implying that the State should not be indifferent to the education of its people and that it should provide

free schools, it is in entire accord with the best educational practice of the world and with the principles

which underlie the American and British public school systems. In America and Great Britain, however,

this recognized responsibility of the State extends only to the provision of public institutions for free

education and to their regulation; it does not extend, nor is it believed that it should extend, to the

regulation of private schools. The free public schools are supported by general taxation for those who
wish to attend them, and in most States the law compels children of school age to attend some school.

But the school attended can be private or public at the option of parents and pupils. Citizens must pay
school taxes whether they patronize public schools or not,, for these schools are regarded as a public

benefit and necessity. But if citizens, in addition to their taxes, wish to incur the extra expense of

sending their children to private schools, the Government interposes no objection whatever.

Your Excellency’s article in the Seoul Press states:

“There are, of course, private colleges and universities (in America), but common education is

entirely managed by the Government. The curricula of schools ranging between those giving elementary

education and those giving higher education are arranged by the Government and include no religious
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teaching. It is true, however, that certain religionists and religious bodies have established private

colleges and universities; but the aim they had in founding these institutions was not the propagation of

their religion but the promotion and spread of education itself. As it is, with the exception of theological

scholars aiming at the study of religion, no school in the United States gives religious teaching.”

Your Excellency has not been given accurate information on the subject. As a matter of fact,

there are not only private colleges and universities maintained by the churches or by members of the

churches, but there are a great many private schools of lower grade, including kindergartens, primary

schools, grammar schools and high schools. All these private schools of every grade have absolutely no

relation to or supervision by the Government. The public schools are maintained by the State, are closely

supervised by it, and exclude religious teaching, although some of them permit the reading of the Bible

and an opening prayer. Private schools, however, are entirely free to teach what they like and how they

like, religion included, the Government giving itself no concern regarding them and making no

regulations for them, although it freely grants them charters to enable them to hold property as legally

incorporated bodies. My own sons and daughters were educated in such private schools. While the

masses of the people send their children to the public schools, a very large number of the well-to-do

classes send their children to private schools, partly because they believe that sound education includes

religion and they wish their children to be trained in the schools which recognize it and teach the Bible,

and partly because many of these private schools do a higher grade of educational work than the public

schools. This latter fact of itself is significant; namely, that with no regulation of the State to enforce a

standard, private schools are doing the highest grade of educational work in the United States. The

Government acts upon the supposition that the law of competition is an adequate protection. These

private schools are numerous, and as they uniformly charge tuition fees, usually rather high fees too,

while public schools are free, the private schools must offer superior educational as well as religious

advantages in order to get students. Our American experience, therefore, is that the State runs no risk

whatever from private schools.

Your Excellency has also been misinformed regarding “religionists” on the teaching staff of

American schools of the best grade both public and private. A large majority of the teachers, professors

and presidents in American institutions are Christians, and a considerable number are clergymen. The

President of Princeton University is a Presbyterian clergyman. President Hadley of Yale University,

whom you mention is indeed not a clergyman, but no one who knows him would ever think of speaking

of him as “not connected with religion” for he is active as a Christian layman. He maintains regular

preaching services in the University Chapel, often preaching himself, and is widely known as one of the

most influential Christian leaders of America. In like manner, Dr. Woodrow Wilson, now President of

the United States, was, when President of Princeton University, as he is today, an elder in the

Presbyterian Church and he held religious services in the University Chapel. I could give Your
Excellency a very long list of presidents and professors in the best private and public colleges and

universities of the United States who are devoted Christian men, while in nearly all of the private

schools, like the Hill School, Pottstown, Pennsylvania, the Hotchkiss School, Lakeville, Connecticut,

Blair Academy, Blairsville, New Jersey, the Groton School, Groton, Massachusetts, the Philips

Academies at Andover and Exeter, and hundreds of others, the Bible is in the curriculum and attendance

upon religious services is compulsory. Indeed, most of the American private schools will not employ a

teacher who is not a professed Christian and a member of a Church.

In short, the American plan is one of absolute freedom in education. The State maintains public

secular schools at great expense for the multitudes who want them or cannot afford private schools; but

Churches or voluntary groups of Christian individuals can found and conduct private schools without the

slightest difficulty and make religion as prominent as they choose.

These statements are substantially true of British educational policy. The best schools in Great

Britain, including not only Oxford, Cambridge, and the Scotch Universities, but such secondary schools

as Eton, Rugby, Harrow and scores of others, though popularly called “public schools,” are not

Government schools but are privately controlled and are subject to no Government relation whatever,

although the Royal Family and the high officers of the Government have educated their sons in these

schools for generations. Many of their teachers are ordained clergymen of the Church of England or the
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Church of Scotland, and nearly all of the others are communicant members of those Churches. Religion

is freely taught in all these schools, and many of the best Bible commentaries, devotional volumes and

other religious publications of the whole Christian world have been prepared by the members of the

faculties.

As the ordinances, Instructions, Regulations, and Your Excellency’s articles have been

published and therefore are not private, I have sent copies to a few of the most distinguished educators in

America together with a preliminary draft ofmy reply, and asked for their opinion as to the accuracy of

my statement that private schools in the United States are free to teach religion. I append their replies:

Dean James E. Russell, LL.D., of the Teachers College, Columbia University, New York, writes:

“I am greatly surprised that the Japanese Minister of Education, who is usually so well informed

on matters educational in this country, should make the mistake of thinking that there are few private

schools in this country, and that the teaching of religion is debarred from them. As a matter of fact, no

State in this Union places any restrictions whatever upon private schools. The latest report of the United

States Commissioner of Education states that there are 1,647,104 pupils reported from private schools.

This figure is undoubtedly low, because private schools with us are so free that they do not even have to

report to the Government. As for teaching of religion, private schools throughout this country are free to

do as they please. I have never heard of restrictions being put upon any sect whatever; moreover, in

many of our states the teaching of religion in non-sectarian forms is permitted in the public schools, and

in others specific provisions are made whereby pupils in the public schools are permitted to receive

instruction by teachers of their own faith in connection with their regular school work, this teaching in

some instances being carried on in the public school building and in other cases the children go to nearby

churches. The one stand taken generally in this country is that sectarian teaching shall not be supported

at public expense, whereas any form of religious instruction may be carried on at the expense of those

who desire to promote it.

“Sincerely yours,

“James E. Russell.”

President Arthur T. Hadley, LL.D., of Yale University, writes:

“I have read with interest the papers submitted by Mr. Komatsu and the draft of your reply. The

lines of this draft seem to me most excellent. You are quite right in indicating that Mr. Komatsu’s

impressions regarding religious instruction in America are erroneous. If the Japanese Government

continues to take the position which it does in the papers in question, we have, I am afraid, no defense

against their proposed action except to withdraw capital from educational enterprises in Korea and in

other places under Japanese influence; but the Government should not be allowed to force such

withdrawals on erroneous grounds. Feeling as I do on this last point, I am not sure that any letter which I

could write to you would be of service with Mr. Komatsu. You can judge of the situation far better than I

can. You certainly have full permission to tell him or show him anything that I write you.

“Very sincerely,

“Arthur T. Hadley.”

Chancellor Elmer E. Brown, LL.D., ofNew York University, writes:

“I am deeply interested in the question regarding public and private schools in Chosen, which

was discussed in our recent conference. It seems to me of importance that the general attitude of our

public authorities toward education in this country be well understood, and the matter is one that may
easily present some difficulties to any student of educational administration who has not been himself

brought up under the American system.

“It is doubtless generally known that we have no national system of educational administration in

this country. Our school systems are the systems of the several states. They are pretty generally of one
type, yet there are minor variations among them. One national office, the Federal Bureau of Education,
while exercising no authority over these systems, collects and distributes information concerning them
all.
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“The latest published report of the Federal Bureau of Education, covering the statistics of state

school systems for the year 191 1-12, shows a total enrollment in public schools and colleges of all grades

of 18,376,257. The same year there were enrolled in private schools and colleges of all grades

1,902,183. The figures for the same year for elementary schools are as follows: Public elementary

schools, 17,707,577; private elementary schools, 1,505,637. For secondary schools, the figures for the

same year were as follows: Public secondary schools (high schools), 1,126,791; private secondary

schools, 21 1,256. These figures for elementary and secondary schools are included in the figures for all

grades as given above.

“The situation in this country may be illustrated further by reference to the statistics of two of

our leading state school systems. The latest published report for the State ofNew York, that of the year

1912-13, shows a total enrollment in schools and colleges of all grades regularly reporting to the State

Education Department, of 1,956,365. Of these 1,329,925 were in the public elementary schools, and

180,000 in the public secondary schools. According to the same report, it is estimated that in addition to

the above, there were 225,000 pupils enrolled in private schools of different grades.

“For the State of Massachusetts, the statistics are at hand for the year 1913-14. These show that

there were enrolled in the public elementary schools of the State 576,5 10 pupils and in the private

elementary schools of the State 1 14,192. At the same time, there were enrolled in the public secondary

schools of the State (high schools) 76,620, and in the private secondary schools (academies, etc.) 7,429.

“Back of these statistics lie considerations of fundamental importance touching the educational

policy of this country. It is a well-known American practice to provide free education at public expense

for the children of all of the people who do not choose for their children some other form of education.

The teaching in these public schools is non-sectarian in character and for the most part non-religious,

although not anti-religious. As it appears from the statistics which I have recorded above, approximately

nine-tenths of our pupils are educated in such schools. At the same time, it is also a fundamental tenet of

our American system that there shall be freedom of education. As appears from the figures quoted, about

one-tenth of our pupils are educated in private schools or schools carried on by certain religious

denominations. Our compulsory attendance laws, which are found on the statute books of the most of

our States, permit of the satisfaction of their requirements by attendance of pupils on schools other than

those publicly provided.

“The significant fact in view of the discussion of the situation in Chosen is that in the most of

these privately conducted schools religion is taught. A large proportion of these schools are carried on

by one or another religious denomination, or by the adherents of such denomination, and denominational

doctrines are systematically and freely taught in such schools. In other private schools, religious doctrine

is taught in more general and less sectarian terms; while in a relatively small number of such schools the

teaching is conducted on a non-religious basis, substantially the same as that which obtains in the public

schools.

“It should be added that while this freedom of religious teaching in the schools directly affects

only about one-tenth of our school population, the freedom to conduct education along such lines is a

vital element of our educational system. It has also this great public advantage which is widely

recognized: that it lends to the education of our people a variety, a flexibility and a freedom for both

conservative and radical initiative which is thoroughly in accord with the constitution of our society, and

undoubtedly adds much to the enrichment of the American character.

“I have written somewhat at length regarding this matter, because it has always interested me
deeply, and because I believe it will contribute to a true understanding of American education that the

facts regarding this situation should be clearly presented on any suitable occasion.

“Very sincerely yours,

“Elmer E. Brown.”

I have also conferred with Professor Paul Monroe, Ph.D., LL.D., professor of the History of
Education in Teachers College, Columbia University, New York, whose high authority in the educational

world has been recognized, as Your Excellency is doubtless aware, by the honors that were given him
during his visit in Japan and by the translation, by the Japanese Society for the Advancement of
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Civilization of his notable volume on the History of Education. He manifested deep interest in the

subject, read all the documents that Your Excellency sent to me, and, at my request put his views in

writing as follows:

“My Dear Mr. Brown:

“Herewith I answer your inquiry of June 10
th and make some comments on the communication

from His Excellency, Mr. Komatsu, Minister of Foreign Affairs and Governor General of Chosen. I am
much interested in doing so - First, because ofmy friendship for the Japanese people, my respect for the

great work which they have done and are doing, my admiration for their culture, and the intense desire

that I have that they take no action which would alienate the sympathy of the western nations; second,

because ofmy belief that the mission schools have something definite to contribute to the life and the

advance of the Orient.

“May I preface my remarks by saying that I am familiar with the work of the Japanese schools by

actual visitation and believe that Japanese education has something to contribute to American education

just as their culture has something to contribute to ours, and just as I believe that the Occident has

something very definite to contribute to the Orient.

“The position taken in these regulations governing private schools by the Governor General of

Chosen is so radical that I am convinced that his Excellency, the Minister, was quite misinformed

concerning the status of education in western countries, and it is only that his misinformation may be set

right that I take the liberty of commenting quite specifically upon his interpretation and comments of

these regulations.

“First - May I state that I do not believe that there is any country holding any position in western

civilization which forbids private schools as this regulation proposes to do. Nor any which presumes to

determine absolutely what shall and shall not be given in those schools as subjects of study. Of course,

many of them regulate the minimum of what must be given but none of them take the position that other

subjects cannot be added. I make this statement sweeping regarding all nations of the western

hemisphere. Perhaps I should qualify it because I do not know personally of the conditions in those

countries under the Greek Catholic church; and yet even Russia permits the Jews and other religious

sects to maintain their own schools and school their own children. In the countries under the dominance

of the Roman Catholic church, taking Spain as the most backward, private schools are permitted. The

royal decree of February 3, 1910, restricted the inspection of private schools to the hygienic conditions of

the premises and to the prevention of words and deeds contrary to morals, to the fatherland, and to the

laws. It was the attempt of the ultra conservative government there to inspect and even to close private

schools which led to the Barcelona rebellion and even to revolution and to the overthrow of the

Canalefas ministry. In German and Teutonic countries of Europe, which the school system of Japan

more closely resembles than that of any other country, private schools are permitted. At least six per cent

of the school population of Germany attends private schools. The higher education of girls is nearly

altogether through private schools.

“In commenting upon the situation in Europe in the article in the “Seoul Press” of April 2, 1915,

the Honorable Commissioner has misinterpreted the French law and I am taking the liberty of pointing

out the basis of his misinterpretation, which was very easily made. The French law of July 7, 1904,

which he quotes, is a suppression of teaching congregations not of private schools, nor even of schools

taught by the clergy so far as these clergy are not members of the monastic order and do not wear the

clerical garb. They are even yet permitted to hold schools. On this point may I quote from the article on

the French system of education by His Excellency, M. Gabriel Compayre, at the time of writing, 1911,

Inspector General of Public Instruction of France: “Further, a large number of the closed schools have

been reopened with a lay or secular staff; the members of the orders having exchanged their ecclesiastical

garb for civilian mufti. On June 1, 1909, there were 3,069 re-opened as private lay primary schools, 922
for boys and 2,077 for girls. The private schools are established and maintained by individuals or by
associations. The State leaves them free in respect to curriculum and method, but the same qualifications

as to age and ability are demanded from their teachers as from public school teachers. The formalities

for opening a private school consist of a declaration made to the mayor of the commune indicating where
the school is to be established. (Monroe’s “Cyclopedia of Education”, Vol. 2, Page 662.)
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“Regarding secondary education, M. Compayre has the following statement to make: The

dispersion of the congregations, the suppression of the colleges of the Jesuits, Dominicans, and

Oratorians brought back to the state schools a part of their clientele. But only a part, for a number of free

colleges were reopened under the protection of the bishops or civil societies, and gathered in the heritage

of the congregations. The number of pupils who attend these schools may be estimated to be about

50,000. (Monroe’s “Cyclopedia of Education,” Vol. 2, P. 665.)

“On the same point, may I quote from a more recent statement of the situation in the French

schools by Dr. F.E. Farrington, Professor of Comparative Education on our faculty: ‘In spite of the

dispersion of the congregations and the suppression of the schools under control of the religious bodies,

the successors of these schools under private control still contain nearly as many pupils as are to be found

in the lycees. The graduates of these private schools, however, must pass the baccalaureate examination

given by the state in order to enter the university or any of the higher state institutions [of] learning.

(Monroe’s “Principles of [Secondary] Education,” P. 87.)

“Pardon my reference to works ofmy own, but naturally I can put my hands on the statements

much more readily and am assured of the validity of the authorities.)

“May I also take the liberty of correcting the misinterpretation of His Excellency, the Minister,

regarding American conditions, though I understand again how he could very readily misinterpret the

general statements of President Butler’s article. In the first place, as is well known, the national

government has absolutely no control over the schools. Further than that, not one of the 40

commonwealths prohibits the establishment of private schools or ever has done so. Not one of the 48

commonwealths even demands the inspection of private schools or holds that the state has the right to do

so. The statement in President Butler’s articles concerning this has a basis only in the early colonial

period - conditions which have passed nearly 150 years ago.

“Second - Regarding the matter of the teaching of religion in private schools, may I venture to

correct more of the misinterpretation or misunderstandings of western conditions involved in the article

of His Excellency, the Minister. Nowhere in America, that is no commonwealth or local unit of

government, has attempted or would attempt or does now prohibit instruction in religion in any private

school according to the views of those maintaining the school. It would be considered a grave

infringement upon fundamental principles of liberty. Furthermore, there is the misunderstanding

concerning the existence of private sectarian schools of the elementary grade, the so-called parochial

schools. These exist in practically every state in the union and have an attendance all told of probably

two million children. I am not defending these, and do not necessarily believe that there should be built

large systems of parochial schools competing with the state system of schools, but simply give as a fact

that such do exist and that any attempt to prevent these in this or any other advanced western country

would be considered a grave infringement of liberty. In the field of secondary schools, there are private

schools in every State in the Union, and a great number of schools of this character are controlled by

religious denominations.

“Regarding colleges and universities, a recent investigation of the Carnegie Foundation for the

Advancement of Teaching shows that two-thirds of the 750 institutions of the United States and Canada,

which are appropriately termed colleges, are organically controlled by religious denominations. There is

a great variety of forms of this control, but I will not take the time to go into this matter but simply quote

this general condition.

“The conspicuous feature which His Excellency, Mr. Komatsu, states and quotes from President

Butler to verify, namely, that the college presidencies of our great universities are no longer confined to

men trained in the Christian ministry, is a fact, but it is due to other reasons than those inferred. It is due

primarily to the fact that there has now grown up a special profession of educators, and men especially

equipped in administrative lines are to be drawn from the teaching staff rather than from the clerical

procession as hitherto. In the case of Yale, which is quoted, President Hadley, the present incumbent, is

the first in a long line of two hundred years who is not a clergyman. His Excellency is also misinformed
in believing that there is any restriction against a clergyman holding any of these positions in state

universities. At the present moment I do not recall any, yet in my acquaintance I know of several
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presidents who have been clergymen. Certainly it does not hold to the staff, because you will find men

on the staff of almost every institution of larger grade who are clergymen. In Columbia, for instance,

there are both Christian clergymen and Jewish Rabbis.

“Third - May I take the liberty of pointing out what again I feel is a misinterpretation by His

Excellency of the whole tendency of western civilization and its situation regarding the relation of

education and religion. There is a profound conviction in which most of us share and a very marked

tendency to separate the Church and the State and make the Church absolutely free from the control of

the State, and vice versa the State absolutely free from the control of the Church. That has been the

fundamental American position. As His Excellency points out, that is true in regard to Japan, but when

he carries this idea further and interprets our western situation to be such a separation of religion and

education, that is, that absolutely forbids any religious control of even private education, or the inclusion

of religion in education in any form in which it may be organized, I am profoundly convinced he has

misinterpreted the situation as it exists in any country of western civilization. As I have above cited, no

country of which I know attempts to forbid the teaching of religion as it may be viewed by various sects

in private schools. The whole tendency is towards freedom in this respect not towards restriction.

“Fourth - May I take up even more specifically the arguments drawn from the American

conditions regarding the attitude of State schools towards religion. There are very few commonwealths

in which there is any legislation against the reading of the Bible in the school. There are many where

sectarian instruction is forbidden and there have been numerous judicial decisions in others against the

practice of reading the Bible. On the other hand, there have been judicial decisions maintaining the right

to read the Scriptures in public schools and to have simple religious ceremonies so far as there is no

objection upon the part of the attendants on the schools on the basis of having their liberty restricted. But

some States even have gone to the extent of placing in their Constitution, as did Mississippi, an

injunction restricting the right to read the Bible in the public schools. His Excellency’s reference to the

elimination of religious teaching from American colleges is in part correct. In few of them even

controlled by religious denominations is there at the present time required instruction in religion, at least

outside of the ordinary daily chapel attendance. Even in all the larger institutions, certainly in all the

state institutions, this is voluntary. Here again the principle is that of freedom and not at all of restriction

or of enforced elimination.

“In this respect may I cite further the practice throughout the other countries of western

civilization. As His Excellency knows, Germany and the Teutonic countries, in fact all continental

countries except France, include religious instruction in their schools. Moreover in these Teutonic

countries, the clergy of any denomination are permitted to go into the schools and give instruction if the

children are of other communions than that giving the dominant character to the school. This same

condition prevails, I think I am right in saying, in nineteen of the twenty-one American publics. It does

not prevail in Brazil nor in the United States. Here our custom is against this and always has been;

though, as I pointed out above, it does not refer at all to the conduct of private schools.

“Fifth - And finally, may I venture to point out a thing which I believe is fundamental in regard

to this question and why in our western countries we have rather jealously guarded this right of

establishing and maintaining private schools. Of course in Great Britain it is well known that their place

is very much larger than in the United States. In Great Britain and the United States, and to a somewhat

less degree in the Teutonic countries, very much of educational advance has come through the exercise of

this private initiative. May I point out that the kindergarten manual training, vocational training, much of

scientific training, the education of the blind, the deaf, the educational treatment of the various

dependents and delinquents - in fact the addition of almost every new feature to educational practices,

has come into the public school system through being tried out and demonstrated in private schools. In

other words, the existence of the private school, or rather the non-state school, is the sine qua non of
progress. This is merely in accord with the fundamental natural law underlying all evolution and growth;

that such evolution comes from the selection of variance, and unless you permit this liberty of variation,

there is very little hope for progress. May I venture to suggest in this connection - and I do it with the

very greatest of sympathy and good will - that most of the foreign critics of the Japanese educational

system have pointed out as its weakest spot, - though it seems to be a thing which seems to give it its
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greatest strength at present - its tendency towards absolute uniformity, hard and fast restriction and

prevention of variation; and while many of us simply have in mind the feeling of greater freedom which

exists in the educational systems of western countries many of them also have in mind the more

fundamental thing, that progress, growth, is finally dependent upon this right or room for some variation

in activities.

“On the part of the mission educators, it would seem to me that they could not object to the

following requirements made by the Japanese Government in Chosen:

First - That all schools should give a minimum curriculum requirement; this to include the

essential elements of the government curriculum or whatever the government might require.

“Second - That they should submit to the inspection of schools to see that they comply with

government standards not only with regard to curriculum but with hygienic conditions and other matters.

“Third - That the graduates of mission schools would be required to conform to the government

standards for admission to various professions such a medicine, law, teaching in government schools, or

for admission to other government positions.

“Fourth - Even that the teachers should conform to certain minimum government standards,

although I do not believe these should be the same for private schools as for government schools.

“It seems to me that the Government might properly require any or all of the above conditions,

though to be sure none of our American state governments do and few European governments, if any,

require conformity to all of these conditions.

“It is also to be recognized that the location of Chosen, the general conditions there, and the

importance of this as an outpost of the Japanese Empire, make the conditions there somewhat unusual. I

think the right of the Japanese Empire to protect itself and to secure the development of this people not

only for the advantage of the Koreans but for the safety of the Empire would be fully admitted. It seems

to me, however, that His Excellency, the Minister, has so misinterpreted the matter of government

control over education as it has existed or at present exists in other countries that his attention might well

be called to this matter, and the question raised whether such extreme action was really essential even

from the point of view above stressed. Not even in Alsace Lorraine nor in divided Poland, or in any

other country so far as I know in any recent times, has this control been carried to the extent proposed by

these new regulations in Chosen.

“I have prolonged this letter somewhat unduly, but it seems to me a very fundamental matter.

May I call to your attention my well known attitude of friendship towards the Japanese; that His

Excellency, Count Okuma, has done me the high honor of entertaining me in his home and I know is

assured ofmy friendliness for the Japanese people and my admiration for their culture. Many prominent

educators of Japan could give His Excellency, Mr. Komatsu, the same assurance. In my own classes in

Columbia, I have my students each year read Dr. Nitobe’s “Bushido” in order that they may have a more

sympathetic comprehension of the ideals of our Oriental neighbors and thus each year make hundreds of

friends for Japan among influential school men of America. If you wish to assure His Excellency, Mr.

Komatsu, ofmy conception of education and my estimate of its present tendencies, you are at liberty to

refer him to the Japanese translation of my volume on the History of Education, which is included in the

series published by the Japanese Society for the Advancement of Civilization, of which His Excellency,

Premier Okuma, is President.

I am,

Sincerely yours,

Paul Monroe

It is not the desire of the Mission Boards to make it impossible for “students who believe in a

certain cult or religion to enter school of different faith” or “to force them to believe in a faith which is

not their own,” as Mr. Sekiya intimates in his article in the Nagasaki Press. Missionaries could not, if

they would, force any one to be a Christian, and they would not if they could. The statement, that “it is

only when the demarcation between the two forces is clear and one does not infringe the domain of the

other that the object of education will be attained and religious freedom assured,” is contrary to the

assured results of experience in both America and Great Britain. The Christian people of these countries
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who are maintaining the missionary schools in Chosen hold that education and religion are not only

entirely compatible, but that they are indissolubly related. From the beginning, education has been an

important part of missionary work in Asia, as the history of that work not only in Japan but in China,

India, and other countries abundantly illustrates.

It has been said that if the Government-General of Chosen permits Christianity to be taught in the

private schools the Mission Boards maintain, it must also permit Buddhism to be taught in any schools

that Buddhists may desire to maintain. We have not the slightest objection to this. Missionary work asks

no special favors whatever, but only absolute religious liberty. Since the Imperial Government of Japan

has recognized both Christianity and Buddhism as religions of the Empire, we are at a loss to understand

why the adherents of either faith should not be permitted educational freedom as well as political

freedom.

In this unhappy era of international anxieties, I fully recognize the peculiar character of the

political questions that are involved in the effort of the Japanese Imperial Government to assimilate a

people of different national history and occupying that part of the Empire at which Japan comes into

contact, not only with China but with some of the powerful nations of Europe. I believe, however, that

history and the experience of other countries conclusively prove that the true interests of the State are

injured rather than benefitted by any restriction of the freedom of education and religion. While the

government school of Chosen seeks to train a child for the State, the Mission school seeks to train him to

a high type of Christian character and manhood; and I need not remind Your Excellency that such

character and manhood form the securest possible foundation for the State as well as for the Church. I

have often quoted the public statement of His Highness, Prince Ito:

“In the early days of Japan’s reformation, the Senior Statesmen were opposed to religious

toleration, especially because of distrust of Christianity. But I fought vehemently for freedom of belief

and propagation and finally triumphed. My reasoning was this: Civilization depends upon morality, and

the highest morality depends upon religion. Therefore religion must be tolerated and encouraged.”

I should be making a poor return for the kindly frankness of Your Excellency in writing to me on

this subject, if I were to conceal the fact that the enforcement of the separation of religion and education

in private schools in Chosen would undoubtedly have the following results:

First, it would cripple if not completely close the hundreds of mission schools now in Chosen,

compel the abandonment of the plans that are being made for their enlargement, and paralyze the

missionary work which depends upon these schools for the training of its ministers, evangelists and other

leaders. The Christian people of America and Great Britain firmly believe that religion is an integral and

indispensable part of a sound education, and they do not deem it their duty to expend money on schools

in any land unless they can do so in the name of Christ and with unrestricted freedom to include the Bible

in the curriculum and to conduct religious exercises in connection with school work. No financial

reimbursement, however large in amount, would compensate the Mission Boards for the grievous effect

upon their whole work in Chosen, for long experience has clearly proved that schools from which

religion is excluded do not yield the native Christian leaders without which the Church cannot live.

Second, it would be construed by the Christian people of America and Great Britain as a

disapproval by the Government-General of Chosen of those generous and wholly altruistic efforts which

the people of the United States, Great Britain and Canada have been making for the advancement of the

people of Chosen.

Third, it would throw the educational system of Chosen out of line with the best educational

policy of such nations as America and Great Britain, which give unrestricted liberty to private schools

that combine education and religion.

Fourth, it would be equivalent to a denial of that educational and religious freedom which we had
supposed it was the pride of Japan to accord and which is universally practiced in the non-government
schools of America and Great Britain. A school that is not permitted to teach the Bible does not possess

educational freedom, and religion that is not permitted to have its own schools is not free.

Fifth, it would gravely affect the standing of Japan among the enlightened nations of the world
and cause deep distress to the multitudes of friends and well-wishers of Japan in western lands who for

many years have spoken in high appreciation of the full religious liberty which prevails wherever Japan
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rules. Your Excellency has already seen published utterances of mine in which I took the position that in

the struggle between Japan and Russia for the possession of Korea, my sympathies were with Japan

primarily because Japan stood for a liberty in religion and education which Russia denies. Are we now

to be proven wrong?

There are some matters of detail which I cannot view without concern, as for example, certain

provisions in Ordinance No. 24, but perhaps they should be discussed at another time as this letter has

already become quite long and it may be well to confine it to the particular question that I have been

discussing. It will be a great relief to us and to the many friends of Japan if the Ordinances, Instructions

and Regulations referred to shall be so modified as to permit mission schools to continue to exercise the

freedom which they have hitherto enjoyed. We gratefully recognize the consideration that is implied in

giving the Mission Boards ten years in which to adapt themselves to the new regulations; but Your

Excellency will appreciate the fact that if the regulations are to be enforced at that time, the blighting

effect will be immediately felt, and it will necessarily operate to destroy our educational plans. An order

to discontinue an essential part of our missionary work at a fixed date is none the less vital because the

date is a decade hence. We cannot reasonably expect givers in America to put money into land and

buildings, or competent educators to go to Chosen, for instructions which will be rendered useless in ten

years unless we abandon a vital part of the purpose for which the instructions are conducted.

I need not remind Your Excellency that the Mission Boards have no selfish interest whatever in

maintaining schools in Chosen. They are spending much time and money for the sole purpose of doing

good to the people with no thought of advantage to themselves. It is our earnest desire to cooperate with

the Government-General in every way possible, and we give this assurance with no reservation whatever,

except freedom to conduct our religious work along its four allied and inter-related lines - educational,

evangelistic, medical and literary.

Knowing as I do the openness of mind and the high conception of duty which characterize Your

Excellency and the other high officials of the Government-General of Chosen, I have written freely and

frankly, as I am sure that Your Excellency desired me to do. I gladly count myself among those who
have most hearty good wishes for the Government and people of Japan and who wish to cooperate in

every way possible in promoting the welfare of the people of Chosen.

Again thanking Your Excellency for your courtesy, I have the honor to remain, with assurances

of distinguished consideration,

Very sincerely yours,

Arthur J. Brown

(from bound copy entitled PRESENTA TION OF DIFFICULTIES which have arisen in the CHOSEN
[KOREA] MISSION ofthe PRESBYTERIAN CHURCHIN U.S.A. because ofa Lack ofDefinition
between the Foreign Board and itselfconcerning their mutual responsibilities in the administration of
FIELD WORK, S.A. Moffett and J.E. Adams, editors, pp. 106 - 117.

photo-copy in the Samuel Hugh Moffett collection of Samuel Austin Moffett papers. Original in the

collections of the Presbyterian Historical Society, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania)



Pyengyang, Korea July 13, 1915 Mrs. Lucia E. Burnham

Mrs. Charles H. Fish (mother of Mary Alice Fish Moffett, deceased wife of S.A. Moffett)

614 5th Avenue

San Rafael, CA

Dear Mrs. Fish:

This is just to let you know we are all well. Dr. Moffett and Lucia came back on Saturday

[they were married in Seoul on June 30, 1915] and took the boys. They had been very good boys

to wait but were delighted to go. I have been busy since getting some things straightened out in

the house and getting ready to go up the river with Miss Dorris in her boat. We sail this

afternoon, Miss Pierpont of Andong with us. We will catch up with the others next week, we

think. I am so sorry you are suffering so much. Will try to write a letter soon.

With love,

L.E. Burnham

(postcard from the Samuel Hugh Moffett collection of S.A. Moffett papers)



Seoul, Korea August 16, 1915 Ransford S. Miller

[American Consul General, U.S. Consulate General]

Extract from Mr. Miller’s letter in re INCOME TAX IN KOREA:

“As to the so-called ‘income tax’, the exact situation is not very clear owing to the fact

that the tax is prefectural and varies accordingly by localities. I do not anticipate, however, that

there will be any change in the policy of the authorities as to the assessment of this tax in some

form or other; on the contrary the prospect seems to me to be that it will gradually be extended to

other localities than at present, and possibly in time be followed by a national income tax, as in

Japan proper. It would seem to me, therefore, that the question is now fairly up to the Boards to

be decided in the light of their own policies as to income tax.”

(from the microfilm records of the Board of Foreign Missions, PCUSA, Presbyterian Historical

Society, Philadelphia, PA, Series II, Reel #6, Record Group 140-4-23)



Pyengyang, Korea

Dear Dr. Brown:

August 27, 1915 Samuel A. Moffett

I have just written you concerning a matron for the Foreign School and not wishing to

mention other things in that letter I am writing this in order to mention two or three matters to

which I should ask your attention.

You may have learned already that Miss Lucia H. Fish, who has been our School teacher

for two years is now Mrs. Moffett (we were married June 30
th

), and while she expects to teach

the high school subjects in the school this year until we secure another teacher, which we are now
trying to do through Miss Snook, she will at once begin the study of the language in order to

prepare to take up missionary work. Of course we want her accorded formal recognition as a

missionary and so may we look to you to do whatever is necessary in the matter or let us know if

there is anything further necessary for us to do.

Another matter has to do with the financial needs of the School. We are making ends

meet pretty well although we do greatly need a gift for equipment and we are eager to secure the

Gamble gift from the Fusan property and finish all payments on the Dormitory account before

seeking funds for the second wing, which we already begin to need. You may remember the

Mission request that the Gamble gift to the School be appropriated from the first money received

from the sale of Fusan Station property which is that now in hand from the Australian Board.

Can you not appropriate ¥ 3000 of that to cover the Gamble gift to the School?

The next thing is that we suddenly find ourselves without a Station Doctor, as Dr. Wells

has accepted a position with the Seoul Mining Co. at their mine at Suan [A°J:] and informs us he
will present his resignation to the Board through Dr. Speer at the Annual Meeting next month.

We are asking the Chairman of the Executive Committee to cable you so that the vacancy may be
filled at once if possible, for it will be a pity to have to close the Caroline A. Ladd Hospital this

winter. Dr. Wells did not confer with us before accepting the position and I will not attempt to

do more than simply let you know the fact so that no time will be lost in securing another doctor

for the Station. Dr. Wells intends of course to write you. However, he told the Medical
Committee that we could consider it an official announcement that he had accepted the position

and would formally resign through Dr. Speer. Please use every effort to find us a good man as

soon as possible.

Yours Sincerely,

Samuel A. Moffett

(from microfilm records of the Board of Foreign Missions, Presbyterian Historical Society,
Philadelphia, Series U, Reel #3, Record Group #140-3-10, letter #63)



(XLIX) LETTER OF A.J.B. TO J.E.A., SEPTEMBER 15, 1915

New York, New York September 15,1915 Arthur Judson Brown

The Rev. James E. Adams, D.D.,

Taiku, Chosen (Korea).

My dear Dr. Adams:

I have just received your letter of August 19
th with its enclosed copy of your letter of

August 17
th
to the American Ambassador in Tokyo. Meantime, Mr. Sharp has sent me a copy of

the Japan Advertiser which gives what purports to be an interview with you on the subject. I

have not yet heard from Mr. Komatsu in reply to my letter to him and you will appreciate the

interest with which I am awaiting it. I am very glad indeed to have the information which you

have sent and I shall be grateful to you for prompt information regarding any further

developments.

With warm regards to Mrs. Adams, I remain, as ever,

Very cordially yours,

A.J. Brown

(from bound copy entitled PRESENTATION OF DIFFICULTIES which have arisen in the CHOSEN
[KOREA] MISSION ofthe PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH IN U.S.A. because ofa Lack ofDefinition
between the Foreign Board and itselfconcerning their mutual responsibilities in the administration of
FIELD WORK, S.A. Moffett and J.E. Adams, editors, pp.l 17, 118.
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(XXXVIII.) MINUTES ANNUAL MEETING, [SEPTEMBER], 1915

Executive Committee Report, Sec. 8.

Executive Committee: - On motion the entire College matter was taken from the table and

was discussed at considerable length. During the discussion Mr. Bemheisel and Mr. Crothers led in

prayer. A recess of five minutes was also taken. When put to a vote Mr. H.E. Blair’s substitute to

the Executive Committee’s recommendation was lost by a vote of 12 to 33. Sec. 8 of the Executive

Committee’s recommendation was then adopted by a vote of 35 to 8 as follows:

Sec. 8. - The Committee desires to call the attention of the Mission to the present status of

the college question.

According to Board Letter No. 249 the continuance or non-continuance of the Pyeng Yang

College, under certain limitations, was left to the decision of the Mission. That decision was

rendered. (See Ad Interim Action No. 79.) The Board also decided that it would cooperate with

other Mission Boards in starting a union college in Seoul. The organization of this college was to be

effected in one of two ways. First, if the decision of the Board commended itself to the judgment of

the Mission as a wise decision under the circumstances, the Mission was to proceed at once, through

the Executive Committee to the election of our proportionate representation on the Field Board of

Managers, such representatives to be men in sympathy with the previously adopted policies of the

Seoul institution; and to this Field Board of Managers was given the authority to proceed with the

College organization. On the other hand, if the Mission, following its best judgment, did not feel

prepared to do this the Board did not insist upon the Mission acting contrary to its judgment and

presented an alternative method for the organization of the College, which was, that such individuals

in the Mission as desired to do so were authorized to represent the Board in cooperating with the

representatives of other Missions in starting the College.

The effect of the Mission’s failure to adopt either of the recommendations of the Executive

Committee or the Report of the Minority of the Committee (See Ad Interim Action No. 82) was that

up to this time the Mission has made no decision as to whether or not it will participate in the Seoul

College.

The Mission having failed to decide immediately as to whether or not it would participate in

the College, certain individuals in the Mission feeling that they were free to proceed, represented the

Board and in cooperation with the representatives of other Missions started the College, and it is now
in operation.

The Committee feels that it is due to all parties concerned that the Mission at this time make
a decision as to whether or not it will participate in the new institution. As to what, in the mind of

the Committee, hinges upon this decision we refer the Mission to the Preamble to Ad Interim Action

No. 82 of the Report of the Committee.

We therefore recommend that, in regard to the question presented to the Mission in Board
Letter No. 249, after long prayer and careful consideration of the Board’s request, and only after

repeated attempts to find some other solution of the problem, we reply to the Board that much to our

regret we cannot see our way clear to participate in the Seoul College, and we ask the Board to make
arrangements to operate the College independent of the Mission.

The meeting stood adjourned with prayer by Mr. Sharp.

(from bound copy entitled PRESENTATIONOF DIFFICULTIES which have arisen in the CHOSEN
[KOREA] MISSION ofthe PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH IN U.S.A. because ofa Lack ofDefinition
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(L) LETTER OF J.E.A. TO OCTOBER 21, 1915

Rev. A.J. Brown, D.D., 156 5
th
Ave., New York City

My dear Dr. Brown:

Your letter of Sept. 15
th
has just been received, and I am writing you, in view of more recent information

concerning educational matters. Here the Educational Senate had a meeting on the 14
th
and 15

th of this month and

on the 13
lh

I had a long conference with Mr. Komatsu, and on the 17
th
a Committee of the Senate waited upon Mr.

Usami, director of the department of Internal Affairs, and had an equally long conference, both on the same

subject.

Mr. Komatsu, in the course of our conversation, spoke of your letter and said that he was preparing a

reply, a copy of which he would send me also. We arranged to have further meeting but were unfortunate not to

meet again. His position was a position to which I rather drove him in the conference, that in the Japanese

Empire there was, strictly speaking no private education. He held that the fundamental education in the empire

was the separation of religion from education as was also the drift of the modem times throughout all the world.

He admitted that while in Japan proper private schools of higher instruction were allowed to give religious

instruction, yet this was as an exception, and because they were but as a drop in the ocean in the empire’s

educational work, but that in Korea this was not true, therefore they could not be permitted. (His statements

scarcely hold good, because in Japan proper one-fourth of all the middle schools, their teachers and their

graduates, are schools which have a right to avail themselves of this privilege if they so wish). I enclose you a

copy of the committee report of its interview with Mr. Usami. You will see in this report that ultimately all we
asked for for new schools and which would also be that which the established schools would have at the

expiration of the ten years of grace, was that Bible instruction might be permitted as a purely optional course in

the school. Waving all questions of the rights of private undertaking, religious liberty and the distinctive place of

church and State, it seemed to us that this would accomplish the administration’s professed purpose in the

ordinance: namely, that of making every possible avenue of education open to all, and at the same time would

also leave to us the religious instruction of at least the children of Christian parents; this, however, was refused.

The question of the position of the Seoul College in relation to the ordinance came up in the Senate.

Statements on the subject did not agree and a committee was appointed to wait upon the president of the College

in the matter. Even this did not make it clear, and the committee was directed to incidentally ascertain the facts

from the authorities. The results appear in the report. I had heard the same statement before concerning Dr.

Goucher, but was surprised to hear it of Dr. Speer. Before he left our Annual Meeting to go down to Seoul he

stated emphatically that the Board stood where it had stood on the question in Japan, and that if it could not have

schools which were thoroughly Christian both in name and in fact, and were given recognition by all as such, it

would have none.

I heard from Mr. Koons in Seoul that the College was expecting to shortly receive its permit as a separate

institution. It gives me the most grave concern that it should operate under the revised ordinances as a

conforming institution, occupying as it does such a prominent position and standing for the head and front of
Christian educational work in Chosen. No more disastrous break in the defense line of the general situation could

occur. Lower institutions are almost helpless in the face of it, and it greatly lessens the possibilities of what we
may be able to obtain through agitation along various lines of pressure and possible change of administration

before the ten years expire.

The Senate, however, while it has a responsibility and relation of authority toward other schools in the

country, has not such relations towards this one, and I therefore simply bring this matter to your attention.

Yours in the Service,

J.E. Adams

(from bound copy entitled PRESENTATION OF DIFFICULTIES which have arisen in the CHOSEN [KOREA]
MISSION ofthe PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH IN U.S.A. because ofa Lack ofDefinition between the Foreign
Board and itselfconcerning their mutual responsibilities in the administration ofFIELD WORK, S.A. Moffett
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(LL.)

Taiku, Korea

LETTER OF J.E.A. TO A.J.B.

James E. AdamsNovember 27, 1915

My dear Dr. Brown:

Enclosed you will find a copy and translation of an instruction which has come down from the

Government-General in Seoul to the various local offices with regard to private schools. In the one that

was sent me from North Pyeng An Province 9 (for they have come to me from several provinces) this had

been added as explanatory, in the office of the Provincial Governor.

“The expression “The school buildings may be used for religious purposes’ means that this may

be done in cases where the church and school are using the same building, or, perhaps, where the church

building is small, and the school building is temporarily used.”

There has been some diversity of opinion as to whether this instruction was intended to be more

strict than the original ordinance, or whether it was granting a concession. The first idea was on the basis

that religious instruction was not to be allowed even as an optional course outside the regular curriculum;

the second on the idea that this granting the use of the building was intended to permit religious

instruction, not within the school but informally in connection with the school. This explanatory

addenda, however, if it stands, seems to clear up the original ambiguity only too well.

Elowever, even on the original interpretation I cannot say that I see anything desirable. It is not at

all a question in any respect of opposition to the Administration. Some have tried to put this

interpretation on it. It is only more confusing and prejudicing. It is not a question of frank recognition of

the very grave problems which the Administration are trying to solve. It is no more a question of

recognizing the propriety of the Administration’s purpose to assimilate and consolidate into one people

in intelligence and patriotism. It is still less a question of holding an attitude of sympathy and

cooperation towards these things. This may all be taken for granted as commonplaces among us, if it

were not for the fact that some continually seek to represent it as otherwise. It is not immediately a doubt

if it will. The immediate question is a single and simple one. Under the present situation of the number

of middle and higher Mission schools which we have as established schools and so coming under the ten-

year provision of the ordinance; with the present extreme reactionary administration; with the good

prospects of gradual relief during the ten years with changing times and administration, is it the wiser for

us, looking toward the ultimate solution, to open new schools or to refrain from opening new schools at

this time? The opening of schools is a voluntary acceptance of the conditions on our part, and destroys

any point of vantage for future efforts. Refraining from opening new schools is our privilege, and keeps

us in a vantage position for future requests and petition as opportunity opens with changing times, ideas

and personnel of administration during these coming ten years. One may ultimately negotiate much
better terms from an unevacuated position than they may hope to get toward the reoccupation of a

position which they have themselves already voluntarily vacated. In my judgment, there is no question as

to the course of wisdom, and the course will largely determine the ultimate result for the future of the

Church in Korea.

It is not only a mistake, but it is wrong to confuse such a position with one of opposition to the

authorities. Neither has it anything to do with the authorities’ determination to amalgamate. The
teaching or non-teaching of religion in private schools has, in fact, absolutely nothing to do with these

things. Nor has it anything to do with their accomplishment or non-accomplishment, except in the minds
of the extremists who now happen to occupy office. Those ends would have been accomplished just as

well by broader and more moderate-minded men without this point ever having been raised at all. They
are ends which cannot be accomplished in a day. It will take a generation. They will ultimately be
worked out by men who are nearer men of the times than those now in office. The elimination of
religious instruction from private schools which these men think necessary involve positions on their part

that are not permanently tenable, in that it does violent injustice both to the religious and civil rights of
private parties. The psychological atmosphere of the entire educated world is too much one in this day,

too closely knit together, for such extreme sporadic cases doing violence to the whole current of world-
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thought to long continue. Succeeding administrations will not stand for them.

I count myself a pro-Japanese man in Korean matters. Their coming in here was no fault of

theirs. Their declared purposes of assimilation are entirely proper and indeed necessary. Their problems

of working this out are difficult and urgent. In the main, the methods they have taken for the solution

command my admiration. The measures they have adopted for the development and strengthening of the

Korean people are in the main sound and praiseworthy. As the purposes of the people of this world go,

their purposes are good. I have always held a position of sympathy and cooperation toward their work,

and have utilized many opportunities to that end. At the same time, granting all this, this is no reason

why I should be simply plain foolish, and turn over to them for the mere asking anything they may

happen to want, and everything for which I stand and which I represent here. We stand for something

here as well as they, and the two are not essentially inimical. We need only to stand and wait and we will

get all that justly comes to us. Why tear down our house with our own hands? At the present juncture

the course of wisdom, looking toward the ultimate solution, is to refrain from opening new schools and

wait .

I am just in receipt of a letter from Mr. Komatsu enclosing a copy of his letter to you. The same

came out in the Seoul press a day or two before as an article. I enclose you a copy. This is the most

naked expression of intention that I have seen. You will particularly notice the concluding paragraph. In

view of the fact that the ordinance not only covers common (elementary) church schools, but all schools

of higher grade up to colleges operated by Mission bodies, it is very significant of the present

administration’s reactionary character.

Yours very sincerely,

James E. Adams
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[KOREA] MISSION ofthe PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH IN U.S.A. because ofa Lack ofDefinition
between the Foreign Board and itselfconcerning their mutual responsibilities in the administration of
FIELD WORK, S.A. Moffett and J.E. Adams, editors, pp. 1 19 - 120.

photo-copy in the Samuel Hugh Moffett collection of Samuel Austin Moffett papers. Original in the

collections of the Presbyterian Historical Society, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania)



(Ln.)

Taiku, Korea

LETTER OF J.E.A. TO A.J.B., DECEMBER 21, 1915

James E. AdamsDecember 21, 1915

My dear Dr. Brown:

I enclose some translations which have come into my possession and which will be of interest to

you. Copies of the originals were sent me from the Kwang Ju Local Magistrate’s office. I am not sure but

that I sent you a copy of the first. The first should be read and then the last, the “Addenda.” From Syen

Chyen these two came to me together. I sent them to Drs. Imbrie and Ibuka for their opinion. They both

replied that unquestionably the instruction was intended in a friendly way, while maintaining the principle

of not having religious instruction in the school, yet permitting it in connection with the school, and that we

should go ahead on the assumption that we could have chapel and Bible before and after school hours, and

particularly advising that we ask the authorities for no clearer definition of the instruction.

You will ob serve that this subsequent correspondence was within a few days after the first

instruction was issued, before the missionaries knew anything about it, and that the interrogation was in the

hands of Mr. Usami, the Director of Department of Domestic Affairs at the time of his interview with Dr.

Speer, or within a few days after. This correspondence has been sent down to all the Local Magistrates as

instruction for their procedure.

It would seem evident from this that it is intended that there shall be no religious exercises or Bible

teaching inside or outside the regular school work which is intended specifically for the students of the

school. At least none is to be permitted in the school premises. This is quite in accord with everything

which has been said to me by the various authorities in the various interviews I have had with them. Since

last spring I have had long discussions of the matter with Mr. Sekiya, Chief of the Bureau of Education; Mr.

Usami, his superior, the Director of the Department of Domestic Affairs; and Mr. Komatsu, head of the

Foreign Affairs Bureau. All have said that they thought we could do all that was necessary in a religious

way through the Sunday Schools and Churches, and have never suggested or met any suggestion that went

farther than this.

It was thought that when Dr. Speer was here he secured some concessions from Mr. Usami in the

way of permission to use the buildings and teach the students of the school outside of regular school hours,

if a clear line was drawn between the two. But there seems also to be a more or less unanimous opinion

abroad here that in his Seoul conferences with the authorities he rather fell into the hands of the Amalekites,

and they did him in the eye. At any rate, this correspondence effectually destroys our hopes in that line.

I am more and more convinced that the course pursued so far, including emphatically your letter to

Mr. Komatsu, is the proper course for us to follow. That, having pointed out the indefensibility of their

position, that its extreme character was not even necessary for their own interests, we should refrain from
opening new schools under the revised ordinance; we should assume that the conditions contemplated as

being imposed ten years from now were impossible for us to meet, and then, confessedly holding that

position, we wait in hope and faith for a change of times. It will come before the ten years are out, and if it

finds us in that position we will probably get what is properly due us.

I am sending you a copy of the minutes of the last meeting of the Senate. I speak of this same
matter in my report printed there.

Yours in the Service,

James E. Adams
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THE BOARD OF FOREIGN MISSIONS
OF THE

PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH IN THE U.S.A.

156 FIFTH AVENUE
NEW YORK

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY

No. 307

New York, New York December 22, 1915 Arthur J. Brown

In Re: Appointment of Mrs. Samuel A. Moffett.

“ Miss Helen M. Condon.

To the Chosen Mission.

Dear Friends:

At the meeting of the Board the 20
th
instant Mrs. Lucia Fish Moffett was appointed an

associate missionary as the wife of Dr. Samuel A. Moffett. It is a great pleasure to welcome Mrs.

Moffett to our fellowship as a regularly appointed missionary and member of the Chosen

Mission.

At the same meeting Miss Helen M. Condon was appointed a missionary and assigned to

Chosen as the teacher for whom you have asked for the Girls’ School at Seoul. We note that this

is in accordance with your own official request, as you placed a teacher for that school next to the

top of your Preferred List, and, as the first request was for a physician for Pyeng Yang, a teacher

for Seoul is the first request for single women. Miss Condon was educated at the Syracuse High

School and University and has had two years experience as a teacher. She applied for Chosen

and we understand that Miss Margo L. Lewis and the Rev. E. Wade Koons know her. We are

very glad indeed to see the urgent need of the Seoul School met in this satisfactory way. I do not

know just how soon Miss Condon can sail; probably not until next fall. But I am sure that it will

be a great relief to you to know that she is coming.

Sincerely yours,

Arthur J. Brown

(from the collections of the Presbyterian Historical Society, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, records

of the Presbyterian Board of Foreign Missions, Korea Mission Records 1903-1957, Series II,

Field Correspondence & circular letters, Roll #1, microfdm 3657:1)



(LIII.)

Taiku, Korea

LETTER OF J.E.A. TO A.J.B.

James E. AdamsDecember 29, 1915

My dear Dr. Brown:

I enclose herewith a printed copy of the minutes of the meeting of the Educational Senate, held

October 14
th

. My report of the year, especially that part relating to the Revised Ordinance for Private Schools
and also the statistical table, will be of interest to you.

After the receipt of the two letters, copies of which I sent you in my last (the ones passing between
Mr. Tachibana, Mr. Yamagata and Mr. Usami) the Southern Presbyterian Mission at its annual meeting
decided that it would not renew its application for a permit for the Soon Chyen Boys’ Academy, but upon the

receipt of an order to that effect would discontinue it. They so informed the local authorities. That was in the

early part of November. As yet no order for its discontinuance has been received. So far as I know, the same
is true of our Syen Chyen Girls’ School. I presume that possibly the authorities are a little loath to order a
Mission school closed on the direct issue of religious instruction.

It is recognized here that the question with regard to elementary and higher schools are on a different

basis. The Japanese looks upon the teaching of patriotism as as much the function of a school as the teaching
of the “Three R’s.” They center upon this particularly in the elementary grades. For this reason, largely, they
make education in these grades compulsory, and gather it all into Government institutions. Private institutions

are practically eliminated. The reasons that determine this policy in Japan are manyfold more cogent in Korea.
The entire probability, therefore, is that the real purpose is to eliminate the elementary church schools. You
will see that Mr. Komatsu in his last letter to you is frank upon this point, not even differentiating higher
schools. I myself think that this is what it will ultimately come to.

The main objective of our effort must be to secure relief for our higher schools which are practically
all run by Mission money and forces, while none goes into the elementary. If they directly forbid private
elementary schools they are within the precedent of their own national system. But when we get above the
compulsory grades the arbitrary unreasonableness of their position multiplies and increases with a bound; it is

contrary to the current of the whole times in Japan; the whole civilized world can offer no example of it. Here
we have ample ground for the exercise of confidence and faith, in the strength of which we can hold on and
wait with patience.

The idea that has been expressed by some that we will secure larger consideration and concession by
going farther than we might properly be expected to go is amusing. The Oriental is not built on that plan. One
need go no further than the rickshaw coolie to find it out. They will take all they can get in the way of securing
what they want and with no sense of obligation in the taking. “The fact that we are fools enough to give it is

no reason they should be such fools as not to take it. Also the fact that we are fools is no reason they should be
in return. Ifwe cannot look after our interests, why should they.”

Courtesy and consideration, accommodation and a willingness to help, appreciation of their problems
and sympathy in them, recognition of the good work they are doing, cheerful compliance with all they require
consistent with our essential interests - these will all be recognized, appreciated, and in due time have their
effect. But when it comes to a question of essential interests, to hand them over voluntarily, before we are
even required to do so; to do so without protest, effort, or waiting to see the outcome; to do so in the
expectation that it will bring us greater consideration; this is the reasoning of the idealist, not of the man of
practical affairs, and will in no wise draw consideration from such men, particularly of this nationality.

Yours in the Service,

James E. Adams
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